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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 . 1 14, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1. 17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 . 1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 7/26/2004 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 7/26/2004, regarding the 1 12, 1 st paragraph rejection has 
been fully considered, and are deemed are persuasive. Therefore, the 1 12, 1 st paragraph rejection 
has been withdrawn. Applicant's arguments filed 7/26/2004 regarding 102(e) rejection have been 
fully considered and are not persuasive. 

On page 6, applicant points to Hwang, col. 8, lines 23-30, and states that Hwang fails to 
disclose or suggest the claim limitation. Examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant's 
characterization of the reference. First of all, the cited portions of Hwang discloses that, "Every 
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Channel-Processor can provide the multimedia on-demand service for one user and at the same 
time. . emphasis added. Meaning that even though the Channel-Processor may be enabled to 
operate in a certain manner, it is not required or limited to that specific embodiment. Thus, the 
reasonable interpretation is that the Channel-Processor can provide private viewing session to a 
single viewer only and at the same time interface with iTV servers and LAN servers or the 
Channel-Processor can provide private viewing session to a single viewer only, while not 
interfacing with other iTV servers and LAN, at least in the instance that no other viewers are 
simultaneously requesting a group session with the Channel-Processor. 

Examiner also points out that Hwang does not explicitly state that the Channel-Processor 
provides the private viewing to a particular user only, as recited in claim 1, while concurrently or 
simultaneously interfacing with the with iTV servers and LAN. . . , to provide group demand 
services to other customers. 

Furthermore, claim 1 requires, "responding to the command by assigning an assignable 
computing device to the particular user only". It is pointed out that this limitation reads on the 
disclosure that while a particular customer is in a private viewing session with a particular 
Channel-Processor, when a request comes in from a different customer, that particular Channel- 
Processor simply redirects the instant request to a different Channel-Processor, (see col. 10, lines 
37-42). Moreover, Hwang goes on to teach that once a Channel-Processor goes into private 
viewing session, that the iTV server, follows a particular channel allocation scheme, including 
"avoid allocating a Channel-Processor with more than one active iTV panel session", see col. 17, 
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lines 20-3 1 . Therefore, examiner contends that while in private viewing session with a particular 
customer, a Channel-Processor is assigned to the particular user only, which reads on the claimed 
language of claim 1 . 

Finally, the claim 'assignable computing device", is broad enough to read on the private 
viewing session or channel, in Hwang, which is clearly assigned to one and only one particular 
user at a time, col. 16, lines 5-10. 

Applicant argues on page 7, that Hwang does not provide the claimed menu containing a 
selection of video programs to the user's audiovisual monitor. Examiner also respectfully 
disagrees and points out that Hwang clearly teaches that while in private viewing session, the 
customer is presented with menus for selecting video programming, col. 17, lines 55-67. Hwang 
discusses that the Movie on demand, first displays a movie catalog page, which reads on the 
claimed menu. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Hwang, (U.S. 
Pat #6,049,823). 

Considering claim 1, the claimed method of presenting an audiovisual signal to a user's 
audiovisual display monitor comprising receiving a command from the user and responding to 
the command by assigning an assignable computing device to the particular user only is met by 
the disclosure of Hwang that when a viewer requests a private session, the system allocates a 
particular Channel-Processor to that user, col. 13, lines 40-61 & col. 17, lines 15-40. Hwang 
teaches that each private viewing session requires a dedicated Channel-Processor for each 
customer. 

As for the additionally claimed feature of establishing a communications link between the 
user's audiovisual device and the ACD, the above disclosure of Hwang reads on the subject 
matter; also see col. 16, lines 5-8. 

The Channel-processor in Hwang reads on an ACD, since it is disclosed that it is a PC, 
see col. 4, lines 52-60 & col. 13, lines 1-5. 
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Regarding the feature of presenting a menu containing a selection of video programs to 
the user's audiovisual display monitor with the ACD, selecting one of the video programs and 
routing the instant selected video program to the user's audiovisual display monitor, Hwang 
teaches that once a private viewing session is activated, that the viewer is enabled to select and 
receive movies on demand from a menu, see col. 16, lines 61-67 & col. 17, lines 50-67 thru col. 
18, lines 1-25. Hwang furthermore discloses that on a private viewing channel, the user can 
order any on-demand services for movies, games and shopping; see col. 1, lines 55-60. 

Considering claims 2-3 & 17-18, Hwang teaches an MCI interface to play and control 
MPEG movies, such that the control panel may be overlaid on top of the movie; see col. 18, lines 
5-24. 

j 

Considering claims 4-5, 10 & 19-20, Hwang teaches that video programming may be 
transmitted to viewers using well known RF modulation technology; see col. 6, lines 40-43; col. 
9, lines 34-52 & col. 13, lines 64-67 thru col. 17, line 1. 

Considering claims 6-8 & 21-23, Hwang teaches that the user may order currently 
available movies using a series of catalog pages; col. 1, lines 55-60; col. 17, lines 55-67 thru col. 
18, lines 1-25. 
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Considering claims 9 & 24, the claimed feature of the menus reflecting a set of user 
preferences reads on the viewer's selection of catalog pages, for instance of categories when 
selecting movies; see col. 17, lines 55-60. 

Considering claim 1 1, the recited subject matter is inherent in Hwang. 

Considering claim 12, 15 & 25, the claimed host-computing device reads on the 
operation of the iTV server, col. 17, lines 15-61. 

Considering claims 13 & 26, the claimed step reads on the viewer selecting a different 
viewing mode and being assigned a different Channel-processor in Hwang, see col. 17, lines 1- 
25. 

Considering claims 14 & 27, the claimed feature is broad enough to read on the customer 
tuning to a regular channel, before requesting a private viewing session. 

Considering claim 16, the claimed apparatus for presenting an audiovisual signal to a 
user's audiovisual monitor, comprising a programming subsystem reads on the iTV stations in 
Hwang, col. 1 1, lines 4-24. The claimed Room Communication Subsystem, RCS reads on the 
operation of the iTV stations, (Fig. 3a; Fig. 5; Fig. 6a&b; col. 7, lines 22-45). 
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The claimed Site Management Subsystem, SMS also reads on the iTV station & iTV 
server; see Fig. 2. 

As for the recitation of the programming subsystem including a plurality of serving 
devices communicating with the user's display monitor over the RCS; and the SMS assigning an 
ACD audiovisual serving device to a particular user to present a menu containing a selection of 
video programs to the particular user's display monitor over the RCS, the disclosure of Hwang 
teaches that a viewer may select a private viewing session to retrieve movies, such that the iTV 
server/stations assign particular Channel-processor to individual users during the private viewing 
sessions, (Abstract; col 13, lines 18-54; col. 16, lines 1-10; col. 17). 



Conclusion 



5. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 



disclosure. 



A) 



Lovett 



Teaches that when a customer requests a movie, that each customer is 



assigned a particular modulator 154, which only services that particular subscriber. 



B) Stoel Teaches a hotel entertainment system, in which a game engine 58 is 

dedicated a particular user only. 
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Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, DC. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9306, (for formal communications intended for entry) 
Or: 

(703) 746-6861 (for informal or draft communications, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington. 
VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Reuben M. Brown whose telephone number is (703)305-2399. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F(8:30-6:00), First Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Grant can be reached on (703)30-4755. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306 for regular 
communications and After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-4700. 



Reuben M. Brown 




wmmv 



'EXAMINER 



